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Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



10/812.993 



KUWAJIMA, HIDEKI 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Christopher R. Magee 



2627 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Christopher R. Maaee . 



(3). 



(2) Nathar)iel McQueen . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 03 October 2007 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)^ Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)S No. 
If Yes, brief description: . . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1,8 and 20 , 

Identification of prior art discussed: Yamamura et al. UP 09-204766 and Ohnishi et aUUS 6. 751,092 B1). . 
Agreement with respect to the claims OD was reached. g)|3 was not reached. h)n N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the^examiner agreed would render the claims -v 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendrhents that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE. OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20070707 
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Application No. 10/812,993 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 1) Col. 6, lines 64-67 of Ohnishi does not teach or suggest buckling 
of shock-absorbing members. The passage discusses how shock-absorbing members will be horizontally deformed if 
a lid member of the disk drive is mounted by sliding the lid member. The passage further states that this deformation, 
due to friction, would reduce the shock absorbing effect. 2) Neither Ohnishi nor Yamamura teach or disclose 
"buckling" of the shock-absorbing members as intended by the present application. As is shown in Fig. 2 of the 
present application, the base part 181 buddies by bending angularly. In contrast, the shock absorbing members of 
Yamamura compress elastically, as shown in Fig. 8C-D of Yamamura. Furthermore, when the bottom shock absorbing 
members compress, simultaneously, the top members elongate. Thus, even if the shock absorbing members of 
Ohnishi were combined with Yamamura, they still would not buckle as claimed in the present invention. 3) The two 
shock absorbing members of Ohnishi shown in Fig. 9 still both absorb shock by elastic deformation. This is discussed 
on pages 3 and 5 of the specification of the present application. As such, they do not buckle, as claimed in the present 
application. 4) All the arguments set forth in the response of April 5, 2007 are included as well. The Examiner 
indicates that Ohnishi and Yamamura do not disclose all of the limitations of the claims of the present invention, 
especially the "buckling" of the shock absorbing members. Upon filing a response to the final rejection, the Examiner 
will withdraw the finality of the action and conduct a further search/consideration. 



